
BIOLOGICAL STATUSOFARGYTHAMNIALAEVIS

(EUPHORBIACEAE)

Argythamnialaews\ \ Gra; Mucll a taxon >i Iram IVco h cas and closely ad

jacent southeastern New Mi uco va irstdi cribed in 18 ) as Aphora laevis A.

Gray exTorrey. It wasdistinguisl ied i r< a i 1 us closest congener, Argythamnia humilis

(Engelm. & A. Gray J Mucll.. by its glabrous condition. Other than its striking

glabrosity, includin i p kIu tivc > n h w i emingly identical to A.

humilis. ShinnersU'VlV) educ< I
* lat is to ui Irani under the latter with

the observation: Rather rare in rh< Iran -IVco ' peci mens seen from Jeff Davis

and Reeves counties), car. humilis is common and widespread on prairies of

central and western Texas/ The treatment ol Shinners has been followed by

most subsequent wot ku Ug lohnslom W rnocl h)O.VGori 11 Vr Johnston 1970.).

1 became inten ,tcd in tin biolo i I tai is ol \ laevi {- Pit axis laevis] A

Gray exTorrey] Heller) in nv prepara i n ol it ixononm account of Ditaxis for

Trans-Pecos Texas. Johnston and Wamocki. k-VnV provided a. systematic account

of the varieties com ei necl. In tins tin mapped the two a m,sentially sympatric

butnotintergraduu m i o 01 1 in mi mi oui
|

opul mn tin u nn . ulu i

specific status for A laevis, 01 perbap men recognition ol rfw latter as a form

Discovery of the two taxa w it Inn a single population should prove helpful in

resolving this issue. To this end I began to look intensively at any given popula-

tion of A. humilis in hop< oilmdin loi n iclei IT to \. laevis. Among five or

more populations from the trans Tecos and peripheral areas, only two such

populations were found, as indicated below and shown in kigure I.

TEXAS. Andrews Co.: northeast shoreline rue I along roadside of Shatter Lake, 12 May 2000, B.L.&

Matt Turner 20-263A (TEX). Gaines Co.: 3.8 mi S of Seminole along Farm Rd 181, 12 May 2000, B. L.&

MattTurner 20-246 (TEX).

In the two mixed populations, pubescent forms t var. h una lis) were clearly much
more common than the glabn in rin i k/e vis). Further, I never encoun-

tered pure populationsof the glabrous lorm. Because ol this i conclude that "var.

laevis" is but a sporadically occurring lorm iT A. h una lis. undeserving of vari-

etal rank as this is conceived by Turner and Nesom (2000) and perhaps others.

Better proof might In obtained rhi n nil ithcrcd d >i
" vai

laevis' so as to show that both pubescent and glabrous lorms might arise I roni

the seedlings concerned, the glabrous condition apparently due to the expression



n Texas: Pubescent forms
(

glabrous for

ol" only one or a lew genes, hut the liekl observations provided here seemed

..ul! leient loc^iaNish i hat I i kel ihood.

heeauseof the noinenelatural history and stri king a| >peai amv ol t ho i axon

concerned 1 deem it appropriate to reel nee Aiyxllnimnin hw\ is to the category

ni forma, as follows:
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SouthW. Naturalist 7:1 54-1 62.

Shinnih\LH. 1 95b, Rotai null notes. Field & fab. 24:38.

i'l B L in I
1 1 I

I

iii
- 'it i I

ul
i

i' i
i

tions for Styrax plataiiilolius payrat at eaej.Sida 19:257-262.


